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less violence, had they preferred to confine themselves to 
preaching “the unlawfulness of slavery” and teaching the 
7 slaves “to resist.the oppression of their masters.” Let the 


townsmeeting off Ephesus, or, indeed, the whole experience 
of Paul, (2 Cor: xi. 24—27,) be our witness. - How absurd 
to say that such men waved the direct application of their 
principles to any subject, that they might shu violence, or 
gain time‘for the establishment of their principles. No, they 
trusted ins God. While, for reasons of everlasting obliga- 
tion, they taught slaves (édd) not to resist, they also 
taught masters to place their relation to their slaves, at once 


on the footing\of justice and equality.* 
The following passage is liable to né such objection, and 
must commend tiself to every candid inquirer. 


4 se 

“Tt isimportant to rémember that two groginds of moral! obligation are dis- 
tinctly recognized in the Gospel. The first ig’ our duty to man as man; that is, 
on the giound of the relation which men Petite to each other: the second is 
our duty to man as acreatureof God; that4s, on the ground of the relation which 
we all sustain to God. Onthis latter gfound, many things become our duty 
ahich would not be so on the‘former. ah is on this ground, that we are com- 
manded to return good for evil, to pray for them that despitefully use us, and 
when we are sinitten on one chéek go turn also the other. To act thus is our 
duty, not because our fellow-man has a right to claim this course of conduct of 
us, nor because he has a right to jfiflict injury upon us, but because such con- 
duct in us will be well pleasing tostvod, And when God prescribes the course of 
conduct which will be well pleaging to:him, he by no means acknowledges the 
right of abuse in the injurious person, btit expressly declares, vengeance is mine 
and I wili repay it, saith the Lord Nowgitis to be observed, that it is precisely 
upon this latter ground, thatjthe slave is commanded to obey his master. It is 
never urged, like the duty of-obedience to parents, becauseit is right ; but because 
the cultivation of meeknesg and forbearance tder injury, will be well pleasing 
unto God. Thus, servangs are commanded to he obedient to their own masters 
‘in singleness of heart gs unto Christ ;” ‘‘ doing’the will of God from the heart, 
with good will doing Service as to the Lord andinot to men.” Eph. vi. 5—7. 
“Servants are commafided to count their masters ‘worthy of all honor, that the 
name of God and hig doctrine be not blasphemed.”1 Tim. vi. 1. ‘‘Exhort 
servants to be obedient to their own masters,” &c., that they may adorn the 
datrine of GodoursSaviourin all things.” Titus iit. 9, The manner in which 
the duty of servants or slaves is inculcated, therefore, et no ground for the 






assertion, that thé Gospel authorizes one man tu hold an@ther in bondage, any 

more than the cémmand to honor the king, when that kingiwas Nero, authori- 

zed the tyranny of the emperor; or than the command to tury the other cheek, 

when one is smitten, justifies the inflictionof violence by an injumgus man.’ p. 226. 
£ : 


1 


; A . : iy Dee 
We cohcur with the author, in his further discussion of the 
duties of masters, that a work on moral philosophy is not the 
“Rh 
* The Apostle Paul is so emphatic on this subject, that itis worth while fo mark 
his owh language.—OI xéptut, 76 dikatoy Kai ripy icdrnra rots dotAols magéxer de, 
sidéres, Sri cai busts Exers Kiptov éy ovpavots.—Col. iv. 1. Me 
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lace to decide the question of fact, whether the slay 5 
z petent to self government.” But we are hi y to be- 


lieve}*4n the light of facts, that they are qualified-to be impar- 
tially gdwerned by the same laws with the 2 pESt of the com- 
munity, beter than by any system of special coercion. And 
these facts, wéyare happy to say, are fast gaining notoriety 
and credence, so*%that we must be pefmitted to hope that Dr. 
Wayland’s book with pass throug# few more editions before 
he will no longer have*eccas to say, ‘ As to the question 
of fact, I do not feel compe dt to a decision.” 

Most gladly would we f dwebl.on the many excellencies, 
every where to be met with, in What we regard as on the 
whole the richest t btman orift which BA. ever been confer- 
red upon the student of Christian morals ; but,we must close 
with a singlelecisive paragraph. Shin | it 
















“Tf the ae be wrong, as we have endeavored to show, if it be at’ lances 
with our @tity both. to God and to man, it must be abandoned. If it be ask 
when, Jeask again, when shall a man begin to leave off doing wrong? Is not the. 
auswet, immediately? Ifa man is injuring us, do we ever doubt as to the time 
whén he ought to cease? There is then no doubt i in respect to the time when we 
otight to cease inflicting injury upon others.” P, 227. 
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RADICALISM—IN REPLY TO THE LITERARY AND 
THEOLOGICAL REVIEW. 


BY REV. BERIAH GREEN, PRESIDENT OF ONEIDA INSTITUTE. 


Ir may be interesting to our readers to learn, that a few 
pages of the seventh number of the Literary and Theologi- 
cal Review, the Reverend Editor has devoted to the subject 
of “Radicalism.” Whether the intrinsic worth of his arti- 
cle entitles it to the notice, we design to give it, or not, is a 
question we shall not stop to discuss. Its claims on other 
grounds to some attention, we cheerfully admit. 'The po- 
sition, which Mr. Woods is permitted to maintain among 
those. goodly people, who are horror struck at the thought 
of an immediate and thorough reformation in any respect, 
in our “ Political and Kcclesiastical Institutions,” gives to his 
paragraphs the value of an 1npEx to what is so often and so 
significantly called the public sentiment. — 
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_ The justness of Mr. Woods’ description of the “picture” 
he has given us, we shall not undertake to gainsay. Before 
he had put on the finishing blot, he owns, that under his 
hand, “it had already become so dark and grim visaged, that 
(how elegantly quaint!) he was feign to break company 
with it.” For this finishing blot, we are, it seems, indebted 
to the dregs of “old Isaac Walton’s” ink bottle. Mr. Wocds’ 
“picture” brings to our mind a story, we remember some- 
where to have read about a painter, who undertook to deco- 
rate the hall of a nobleman’s house with a picture of the Red 
Sea. Having daubed over the whole wall with cheap red 
paint, he invited his employer to examine and approve the 
work, he had “finished.” “ Why, what have we here,” ex- 
claimed the astonished nobleman. “The Red Sea, to be 
sure.” “And where are the Israelites?” “Passed over,” 
said he of the brush. “And the Egyptians, where are 
they?’ demanded the embarrassed lord of the hall. “Adi 
drowned,” replied the painter. It is very kind in Mr. W. 
to stand by his “ picture,” to inform us for whom it was in- 
tended. It is no more, however, than might have been ex- 
pected from so warm an admirer of things ancient; as he 
may well be supposed to have remembered that the old pain- 
ters used to write under the figures that they had drawn; 
“This is a horse ; and that, a lion.” 

Who were the men, “so dark and grim visaged” that sat 
for Mr. W’s. “finished” portrait? Shrewdly anticipating 
the perplexity which his readers might feel on this point, 
he has condescendingly given them full information. Let 
us hear him. 


“The over zealous advocate of temperance, not content with the just, but quali- 
fied principle that the abuse of ardent spirits, as of every thing else, is immoral 
and their common use to be dissuaded on grounds of expediency, soon arrives 


at the clearer unlimited doctrine, that all use of spirits is sin. Henow proceeds “ 


to the application of this sweeping principle and is led by it in consistency to con- 
demn the use one after another of those substances, in which Alcohol is found 
dispersed in however minute proportions, and to whatever degree diluted. And 
now since even the purest fermented wines contain a portion of alcohol, they too 
must be condemned, not on the score of the inexpediency but the immorality of 
their use, and not merely as a common beverage, but in the Sacrament of the 
Supper, where they are one of the elements appointed by Christ and uniformly 
employed in the Church. To such absurd and even impious consequences are 
men brought by neglecting to observe the fixed boundaries of right principles and 
those infinitely varying circumstances by which their application must be modi- 
fied! The same habit of extreme generalization applied to the subject of natural 
rights furnished Rousseau and Paine with those unlimited maxims which capti- 
vated the common mind by their clearness, and, when carried into application 
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produced the French Revolution. And it is the same unfortunate habit, applied 
to the same subject, which is now putting into the mouths of our Anti-slavery 
Socicties maxims equally unlimited, clear and captivating, and equally false and 
dangerous.” pp. 524, 525. 


Those then who think it sinful to gratify an unnatural ap- 
petite with a substance which it is perfectly certain and no- 
torious is of deadly tendency in its bearing on the human 
constitution; which has been the cause of crimes of every 
kind, distresses of every sort, deaths of every stamp; and 
which considered as a drink is useful to none but the distil- 
ler, the grave digger and the devil ; and those who think 
it is sinful to maintain a complicated and extended system 
of theft, adultery and murder ;—those, those are the “dark 
grim visaged” creatures, whose “ picture,” even to the finish- 
ing stroke Mr. W. professes to have given! Let us devote © 
a few moments to the delicate touches of this discriminative 
and exquisite artist. ‘he ugly and mischievous beings, 
from whose very picture Mr. W. “is feign to break compa- 

ny,” he thus holds up to general abhorrence and execration. 
“Weary of the established order of things, they rush into 
every imnovating enterprise, without waiting to inquire 
whither it leads. Extending their disaffection from the 
abuses of the institutions” (such of course as dram shops and. 
slave markets legally opened and protected !) “ under which 
they have lived to the institutions themselves, they would 

ladly witness their overthrow.” Instead of “tolerating an 
acknowledged abuse, reckless of consequences, they will 
pluck up the tares, even if in so doing they should pluck up 
the wheat with them.” “With an impatience equally child- 
ish and irreligious, they demand immediate results, even 
where they cannot be accelerated without a miracle ! and 
where, if they be unduly hastened, they must be fatally dis- 
astrous.” 'Their peculiarities, contemplated in the abstract 
are described as “zeal without knowledge ;”—“ passion 
without reason ;’—“ an eyeless vigor rushing through a 
path beset with evils ; ;?—“a chainless torrent of popular Sp. 
citement” (the mob- creating power of course!) “breaking 
through every barrier” (even through the authority of Law, 
where the public good is to be promoted, as in ransacking 
the mail and burning its contents!) “ and hurling itself 
through lifted flood gates” (rushing to conventions of intel- 
- ligent and peaceable citizens to insult and abuse them) “upon 
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Gy the delicate and complicated machinery of human society.” 
pp. 522, 523. 

Such according to Mr. W. is a just description of the men 
and women, who as they hate sin, hate alcohol drinking 
and slaveholding! But for his masterly sketch, we should 
never once have thought, that of such an original such a 
picture could be drawn. If it were not as malignantly as it is 
ridiculously incongruous, we should be tempted to exclaim 
in the language of old Horace: 


Spectatum admissi risum teneatis, amici?* 


We scarcely know how to demean ourselves among the 
men, whom Mr. W. has forced to keep company with us. 
They must, we suppose, feel themselves harshly treated and 
greatly degraded. We would offer them our sympathies, if 
the contempt, which they have often thrown into our face 
and eyes had not taught us to beware how we approach 
lofty dignity. We are not “to blame” for the low estate to 
which in the eyes of Mr. W. and his portly friends they are 
reduced.— We hope they will pardon us, if we humbly sug- 
gest, that in order to be comfortable, they must either go 
back toward the darkages and take their place among those, 
who with “ manly patience and religious composure” main- 
tain “that the aBusE of ardent spirits AS OF EVERY THING 
ELSE” (brown bread and cold water for instance) “is im- 
moral, AND THEIR COMMON USE fo be dissuaded on grounds 
of expediency, or go forward and take their position, as 
some of the noblest of their number have lately done, among 
those, who were no more despised than themselves, till it 
was seen that at all hazards, they would cling to the cause 
of truth and righteousness. We might add more but we 
fear, they would be angry with us. 

In the spirit of an old and therefore true saying, that it is 
lawful to learn from an enemy, we doubt not Mr. W. would 
take a hint even from an ultraist.t We therefore suggest 


* Admitted to such a sight, could you, my friends, refrain from laughter? 

+ Perhaps Mr. W. would prefer, in extending bis contrast, to receive hints from 
an anti-ultraist. If so, we beg not to be considered “unmannerly,” if we remind 
him of some very instructive things once said by a philosopher, who was remark- 
able for his tact, in keeping the application of general principles within un-radical 
limits. We refer to the beautiful contrast, which Mr. By-enps drew out, be- 
tween himself on the one hand, and Christian and Hopeful on the other. In the 
style of Mr. Woods it may be thus given. The Reformer is for waiting for wind 
and tide; but the Radical, after his headstrong manner, concludes, that it is his 
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that in case he should publish a second edition of his article 
on Radicalism for the eye of the great Metternich, who could 
not but be edified and refreshed thereby, that to the long 
string of points in which, with great judgment and power, 
he has held up the Reformer in contrast with the Radical, it 
might be well to add one or two things of a more practical 
and specific character. He might say, the Reformer re- 
gards the brown and ragged wood-sawyer with his coarse 
jug of cheap whiskey witn abhorrence, as a sinner of the first 
magnitude ; while, with ‘manly patience and religious com- 
posure,” he keeps his place in the circles of the wealthy and 
refined through which the blushing wine briskly circulates: 
but the Radical with “eyeless vigor” would with one blow 
dash to acommon destruction the wine cask and the whiskey 
barrel! The Reformer sees the African slave-trader—an’ 
unlettered, ill taught, dark minded wretch, fastened, as a 
pirate, on the gibbet, with complacency and gratification, 
while he views the intelligent, genteel, chivalrous slave 
grower and soul driver of the South, with tender forbearance 
and paternal love and patriotic pride; but the Radical 
would have them both strangled with the different ends of 
the same rope ! | 

As we have already intimated, Mr. W. employed the hand 
of “old Isaac Walton,” a great adept in the science of 
angling-—to give the “finishing stroke” to his picture of 
Radicalism. It may be interesting and instructive to our 
readers to see this “ finishing stroke’ exhibited at full 
lenoth.—Here they have it. “In his Life of Thomas 
(RicHaRDbD,* we suppose) Hooker, speaking of the Non- 
conrormists of those times, he says;—‘“ Of this party. 
there were many that were possessed of a high degree of 


duty to rush on his journey all weathers. The Reformer is for taking all advan- 
tages to secure his life and estate; but the Radical is for hazarding all for God at. 
aclap. The Reformer is for religion in what AND so FAR As, the times and his 
safety will bear it: but the Radical is for holding his notions, though all other 
men be against them. The Reformer is for religion, when he walks in his silver 
slippers, in the sun-shine, and with applause; but the Radical is for him when in 
rags and contempt. ) 

What a splendid model for a popular theological professor, might not a skillful 
artist construct from the materials, furnished by Mr. By-ends and his friends, in 
the conversation to which the above contrast belongs! The metal here afforded, 
an enterprising brazier might probably beat out into a, number of imposing arti- 
cles, of the same stamp and spirit, as Mr. W’s, on Reform and Radicalism -~ 
See Pirerim’s Procress, Am. Tract Soc. edition, pp. 128—132. . 

* This exchange of names would as ill suit the “ unmanerly” Non-conformists 
of Hartford, as the high-churchmen of England. 
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spiritual wickedness—I mean with an innate restless pride 
and malice. Ido not mean the visible and carnal sins of 
gluttony, and drunkenness, and the like, oe which God 
deliver us,) but sins of a higher nature, because they are 
more unlike God, who is the God of love and mercy, and 
order and peace ; and more like the devil (who is not a glut- 
ton, nor can be drunk and yet adevil); but I mean those spi- 
ritual wickednesses of malice and revenge and an opposi- 
tion to government ;—men that joyed to be the authors of 
misery, which is properly his work that is the enemy and 
disturber of mankind; and thereby GREATER SINNERS 
THAN THE GLUTTON OR THE DRUNKARD, though some will 
not believe it. And of this party there were also many 
whom prejudice and a furious zeal had so blinded as to 
make them neither to hear reason nor adhere to the ways of 
peace ;—men that were the very DREGS and pest of man- 
kind ; men whom pride and self conceit had made to over- 
value their own pitiful and crooked wisdom, so much as not 
to be ashamed to hold unmannerly disputes against those 
men they ought to reverence, and those laws they ought to 
obey; men that labored and joyed first to FinD our the 
faults ; and then to speak evil of government and. to be 
the authors of confusion; men whom company, conversa- 
tion and custom had at last so blinded, and made insensible 
that these were sins, that like those that perished in the 
gainsaying of Core, so those died without repenting of their 
spiritual wickednesses.” pp. 535, 536. 

As Mr. W. has poured it upon the heads of the Radicalists 
with whom he had to do, we feel a special interest in exa- 
mining this sweet effusion of “the GENTLE spirit of Wal- 
ton.”* What ailed the Non-conrormists, that they must 
be so gently described as the “‘ very dregs and pests of man- 
kind ;” “ greater sinners than the glutton and the drunkard,” 
and as worthy to be “likened to the devil ?” According to 
the showing of the great angler himself, what had they 
done? Hear the charges which Isaac Walton brings against 
them; and blushing, be “feign to break company” with 
your ancestors, all ye who trace your descent from those 
“very dregs and pests of mankind,” the Non-conformists 
whose bones were broken with the iron sceptre of Eliza- 


* Page 536. 
21 
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beth, and we suppose the “ gentle spirit” of Southey would 
eagerly add, the Puritans of the reign of the martyred 
Charles! 

1. These “sinners greater than the drunkard and the 
glutton,” were so “like the devil,” as “not to be ashamed. to 
hold UNMANNERLY DISPUTES against those men they ought 
to reverence, and those laws they ought to obey ;” and 

2. “They labored and joyed FIRST TO FIND OUT THE 
FAULTS, and then to speak evil of government !” 

As these “pests of mankind” could hardly have been 
duly punished by the “gentle” inflictions of those dignified, 
merciful, conSERVATIVE tribunals, the High Commission 
Court and Star Chamber, I know of no better expedient 
now remaining to strike a salutary terror into all modern 
innovators, ultraists and incendiaries, than for that prop of 
the constitution and laws of this republic—that great sup- 
porter of the unron, the “ chivalrous” Judge Lynch to offer 
a “large reward” for their bones safely delivered on the 
“ south side of the Potomac,” where they would be treated 
according to their merits. But this isa matter which it 
becomes us to give over to those “gentle” mobs which are 
‘ headed” by judges and representatives, and made up of 
‘gentlemen of standing and property.” In the light which 
Lronarp Woops, Jr. pours upon them, such men as Jus- 
tin Edwards, and Moses Stuart, and Calvin Chapin, and 
William Goodell, and Edward C. Delavan, and Gerrit 
Smith, and Alvan Stewart, and thousands upon thousands 
like them, who with “eyeless vigor” have rushed beyond 
the limits of the old conservative doctrine, “that the abuse 
of ardent spirits as of every thing else, is immoral, and 
their common use to be dissuaded on grounds of expedi- 
ency ;” and such men as Moses Brown, and Nathaniel Em- 
mons, and the T'appans, and William Jay, and James G.. 
Birney, and William L. Garrison, and Elon Galusha, and 
Samuel Crothers, and N.S. S. Beman, and the Wrights, 
and the Cox’s, and the Rankins, and thousands upon thou- 
sands like them, who regard the act of holding a human 
creature as property as sin ;—all these men in such light 
may see the “ finishing stroke of their own picture.” But 
we are sure they will be cheered instead of mortified when 
they remember, that according to Mr. W. himself, only a 
slender feeble partition stands between them and the Non- 
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conformists. ‘To such company we are persuaded they 
would gladly be joined, living, dying, forever. 

In application to the Non-conformists themselves, Mr. W. 
does not deny the justness of Walton’s description! He dis- 
misses the old calumniator with the following remarkable 
sentence : “If this description should appear to be unjust 
towards those for whom it was intended, it may be urged in 
apology, that it was ExTorTED from the ‘ gentle spirit of 

Walton’ by the strength of his love for the venerable 
Hooker, wHo SUFFERED MUCH FROM THE OPPOSITION OF 
THE Non-conrormists.” p.536.—Hooker, amidst the sun- 
shine of court and church favor, “suffered much” from the 
helpless, bleeding victims of court and church vengeance! 
So much indeed, as to extort from a gentle spirit such a 
torrent of gall and wormwood! What a problem have we 
here to solve! 

As a specimen of Hooker’s “suffering,” take the history 
of his quarrel with Walter Travers, his colleague in the 
‘Temple pulpit. To Mr. Travers, the old church historian 
Fuller, whose authority is of great weight in the English 
church, gives the following highly attractive character : 
“Fis utterance was agreeable, his gestures plausible, his 
matter profitable, his method plain, and his style carried in 
it the flowings of grace from a sanctified heart.” Hooker 
preached in the morning, when, according to Fuller, “some 
said the congregation ebbed,” and Travers in the afternoon, 
when “some said the congregation flowed,” “the first occa- 
sion in the view of some, of emulation between them,”— 
though Fuller thinks that Hooker was “too wise to take 
exception at such trifles.”” However this might be, they 
differed from each other, in some respects, in the doctrines 
which they taught. 'This difference led to I know not how 
much disputation, “wnmannerly,” of course, on the side of 
Travers. At length Hooker “suffered so much” from this 
“dres”-oy and “pest”-ilent Non-conformist, that he made 
complaint against him ; when Archbishop Whitgift—a great 
conservative of the powers and prerogatives of the “ gentle” 
Hlizabeth—suspended Mr. Travers at once, without any 
warning. For Mr. Hooker “suffered so much,” that, as 
Mr. 'TRavERS was going into the pulpit to preach on 
the Lord’s day afternoon, the officer served him with a 
prohibition on the pulpit stairs! The grand offence laid to 
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his charge, “ was, that contrary to the orders of the Queen, 
he had brought disputes into the pulpit!” Hooker “suffered 
so much” from this Non-conformist, that “'T'RavERs, left to 
the mercy (mercy!) of the Archbishop, could never escape 
from his suspension, or have licence to preach in any part of 
England ; upon which he accepted an invitation into Jre- 
land, and became Provost of Trinity College, in the Uni- 
versity of Dublin; here he was tutor of the famous Dr. 
Usher, afterwards Archbishop of Armagh, who always had 
him in high esteem; but being driven from thence by the 
wars, he returned after some years into England, and spent 
the remainder of his days IN SILENCE, OBSCURITY, AND 
GREAT POvERTY!” How must the gentle spirit of Walton 
have been wrung to see Hooker “suffer so much,” as 'T'ra- 
vers was called to endure! Mr. W. also may have been ex- 
posed to “unmannerly” disputants—may have “suffered 
much ;” hence his ready sympathy with Walton and the 
venerable Hooker. Such sufferings might be greatly alle- 
viated, if Hooker’s LIBERAL DOCTRINE could once obtain 
firm footing and general prevalence in this land, viz.: “ Mr. 
Travers ought to have complained to the Migh Commis- 
stoners, and NOT HAVE CONFUTED ME IN THE PULPIT} 
for schisms and disturbances will arisein the Church, if all 
men may be TOLERATED TO THINK AS THEY PLEASE, AND 
PUBLICLY SPEAK WHAT THEY THINK.” <A good doctrine 
on which to frame an “apology” for the Synod of Philadel- 
phia for their late “gentle” suspension of Albert Barnes; 
for how much have they not suffered from the opposition of 
this “unmannerly” Non-conformist ! 

It ought to be added to this account of the “ sufferings” of 
Hooker, that Mr. 'T'ravers was junior preacher in the 'Tem- 
ple before Hooker was admitted to its pulpit; that after the 
death of Dr. Alvey, senior preacher, 'I'ravers was hindered 
from taking the place of “ Master” only by the scruples of 
his “ unmannerly” conscience, which would not consent to 
his subscribing to Whitgift’s arbitrary test; and that Hook- 
er’s magnanimous subscription brought him over the head 
of 'T'ravers into the “ Master’s” place. 

We have dwelt thus long on the case of Hooker and 
‘Travers, to illustrate, through Mr. W’s remarkable apology 
for Walton, the spirit of the anti-ultraists, with whom we 
have to do. Whatever may be the measure of “ manly pa- 


1836. | LITERARY AND THEOLOGICAL REVIEW. 165 





tience and religious composure” with which they are gifted, 
it is very clear and certain, that there are “sufferings,” 
which can arouse even their sympathies. But what suffer- 
ings; and whose? Not of the persecuted and oppressed. 
It would be vulgar, to regard them and their fiery trials, 
with tender compassion. Insult and outrage are their pro- 
per allotments, from which it would be “unmannerly” to at- 
tempt to escape. But when they see iron-hearted tyrants, 
and lordly hierarchs exposed and “ confuted” and resisted ; 
what indescribable yearnings do they not feel! What im- 
passioned “apologies” are “extorted” from their lips and 
pens! And can New Ewexanp, with all her veneration for 
the Puritans and Non-conformists, commit to such hands 
her sanctified sons, to be trained for the labors of the pulpit! 
In this day, when the King of Zion is marshalling His 
armies for the battle, are the future leaders of “the Sacra- 
mental Host,” to be taught by their appointed guides to look 
on and see an old, time-serving angler spit his gall and ve- 
nom in the faces of those noble confessors of the soul-trying 
reign of Elizabeth, with complacency ;—aye, and to frame 
“ apologies” for the bitter and malignant calumniator, which 
imply, that the Non-conformists were treated well enough ! 
Among the signs of the times, which we are in duty bound 
to observe, we regard none as more dark and portentous. 
And we cannot scruple to call on the friends of God and 
man in New England, and especially in Maine, to weigh 
this matter well. 
Among the features, which characterize the “dark and 
qu visaged picture” of the “ultra reformers of the present 
ay,” which Mr. W. “finished,” he describes the following 
habit. ‘In the earlier stages of their efforts, they are seen 
groping after some simple, unqualified principle, on which 
their own minds can rest, and by which they can act upon 
the public And since they have nothing of that depth or 
sagacity of mind, which would enable them to discern the 
true bounds of principles, how far they apply, and where 
and why the application of them fails, they soon arrive at 
some unlimited generality of doctrine. And their business 
thenceforward is to carry it into effect, even in cases where 
its application, to an unsophisticated mind, must appear 
plainly unjust and pernicious,” p. 524. For this habit, Mr. 
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W. regards the “over-zealous advocates of temperance” and 
of human freedom as remarkable. . 

The ultraists have good reason to congratulate them- 
selves, that in his discriminative arrangements, Mr. W. has 
not assigned them a place among the men, who never, either 
at the commencement or termination of their efforts, grope 
after any simple principle, on which their minds may rest 
and which they may make it their business to carry into 
effect, but who compass their ends by perpetually ringing in 
the public ear various changes on certain ominous phrases. 
When they would set the rabble at their heels upon their 
honest neighbors, they make them bark and bite by shouting 
in their ears; The Constitution must be preserved, though 
they themselves are violently assailing it; The Union must 
be maintained, though they themselves are stabbing it to 
the heart; Beware of amalgamation, whilst they them- 
selves zealously support the only system of amalgamation 
in the nation! Doubtless the “strength of his love” for these 
“gentle conservatists” instead of permitting him to censure 
them, would “make him their apologist.” 

With our readers consent we will venture to propose a 
case to Mr. W. and his fellow conservatists. "They doubt- 
less remember the Priest and the Levite, who, when 
they saw the prostrate wretch that had been half killed 
by thieves, passed by “with manly patience and religious 
composure” on the other side. It is easy to suppose, that 
those men retired together from that collection of “gentle- 
men of standing and property,” which, as a mock-tribunal, 
had condemned Jesus of Nazareth to endure the death of a 
slave. The silent awe, which the dignified demeanor of 
the great Sufferer had impressed even on their minds, the 
Levite at length thus broke; Holy Father, much as I abhor 
“that deceiver,” I cannot say, that I am altogether pleased. 
with the scene we have just been witnessing. Such a rude 
violation of human rights alarms me. I fear, first, that the 
sufferings of the Nazarene will attract general sympathy, 
and thus increase his followers ; and, secondly, that those 
who have raised a mob to trample him in the mire will 
some time feel the weight of the same iron hoofs. 

Priest. Such extraordinary evils, dear son, sometimes 
break out as demand extraordinary remedies. In such ca- 
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ses, the public good requires, that great men should rise 
above themselves and above the laws, and take summary 
and speedy vengeance on those, who, like “this fellow” “per- 
vert the people.” 

Levite. Rabbi, be so kind as to inform me on what 
grounds the Nazarene is to be treated as an outlaw. I hate 
him heartily enough, but I know little of his history. I have 
a general impression, that he goes about “ turning the world 
upside down ;” and I always abhorred a Radical. 

Priest. A radical he is, of the worst stamp. “In the 
earlier stages of his efforts, he was seen groping after some 
simple, unqualified principles, on which his own mind could 
rest, and by which he could act upon the public.” Some of 
these, “ equally unlimited, clear and captivating,” I happen 
toremember. “God is a spirit; and they that worship 
Him must worship Him in spirit and in truth.”  “ Not 
that which goeth into the mouth, defileth a man; but that 
which cometh out of the mouth, this defileth aman.” “ Thou 
shalt love thy neighbor as thyself.” “ Iwill have mercy 
and not sacrifice.” “ That which is highly esteemed among 
men ts abomination in the sight of God.” “A man’s life 
consisteth not m the abundance of things that he possess- 
eth.” “ It is more blessed to give than to receive.” “Bles- 
sed are they who are persecuted for righteousness sake ; 
for theirs is the kingdom of Heaven.” “ Fear not them 
that kill the body.” “ Whosoever putteth away his wife 
and marrieth another commiteth adultery.” “'The true 
bounds of such principles, how far they apply, and why 
and where the application of them fails, he has not the sa- 
gacity to discern.” “For want of knowing what others 
have done before him”—for he despises the traditions of 
the elders—“ he has no standard, to which he may refer.” 
To the claims of prescriptive authority “he pays no due 
respect,” and has little “deference to age, office, or other 
titles to regard.” “ Putting on the airs of a Dictator in the 
moral kingdom,” he sets himself to oppose what “has been 
said by them of old.” He is remarkable for “ sternness, rigor, 
and rudeness of demeanor towards even the slightest delin- 
quency.” “I have heard him declare, without any qualifi- 
cation, that “he who looketh on a woman to lust after her 
has committed adultery already with her in his heart.” 
The greatest and best men among us he calls “ serpents”— 
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“a generation of vipers,” and tauntingly asks them “how 
they can escape the damnation of hell”! 1 shudder to re- 
member what I once heard break like a thunder-clap from 
his lips; “Woe unto you Scribes, Pharisees, hypocrites ; 
which devour widows houses, and for a pretence make 
prayers; therefore, ye shall receive greater damnation”! 
Thus, “not content with relieving, he would also @ e 
the oppressed; not content with restraining, he would 
doom the oppressor. You know, my dear son, how often and 
how earnestly, I have urged upon you such sentiments as the 
following; *‘ Let me advise you to walk ever in the beaten 
road of the Church ; not to run into single paradoxes. And 
if you meet at any time with private conceits, that seem 
more probable, suspect them and yourself; and if they can 
win you to assent,t yet smother them in your breast, and 
do not dare to vent them out, either by your hand or to 

to trouble the common peace.” But this “ pestilent fellow,” 
far from modestly yielding his own principles to the “ gen- 
eral voice,” even for the sake of preventing “ disturbance,” 
boldly declares, that he came not to send peace on the earth 
but a sword. I once heard him even say, that “ he came to 
send fire on the earth.” He intends to set all men a quarrel- 
ing with each other ; to break up the peace of every family, 
to which he has access; to dissolve the “glorious union” 
with the people, under whose protection we are so safe and 


* Quoted from Brsuor Hall, by Mr. W. with apparent approbation. 529. 
+ This most beautiful, impressive, and instructive quotation, which old] Money- 

love himself could not equal, enables us to understand on what ground such men 

as Mr. W. resist all arguments, which are adapted to bring them to espouse the 

cause of the oppressed. If we could “ win their assent,” their respect to the 

ral voice “ would constrain them to “ smoTHER if in their breast ;” the sonia 

“dare to vent it out either by their hands or tongue.” Now in the language of 

foots alan spint,” the “venerable Money-love,” this complymg temper “ar- 

sueth :— 

~ 1, That they are of a self-denying temper ; 

2. Of a sweet and winning deportment; And, 

3. So more fit for the ministerial function,” of course, whether as preachers, 
reviewers, or professors. What a crop of John Baptists, Simon Panis, 
Luthers, Calvins, and Knox’s; Baxters, Wesleys, and Whitefields; 4 
and Tenants, must not the hand of such “nursing-fathers” produce! Stick to 
the breasts of “ Mother-church,” though sprinkled with plague-spots ; cov- 
ered with ulcers—though with every breath, you should suck in, not bat 
purulent filth. Never be convinced of any erroras long as you can helpit; end 
when conviction is forced upon you, held your breath till your face gathers bisck- 
ness. Here we have Protestantism with a witness;—such Protestantism as 
would go bare-foot to Rome for the piews purpose of kissing the great tee of the 


pope! 
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happy ; so “that, if we let him alone, “the Romans will 
come and take away our place and nation,” surely, “it is Ex- 
PEDIENT for us, that one man should die for the people, and 
that the whole nation perish not.” 

Levite. Enough, reverend father, Ican hear no more, I 
burn to join in the loud shouts of the multitude, he has so 
often insulted and outraged by his incendiary doctrines, and 
imflammatory appeals; “crucify him, crucify him! His 
blood: be on us and on our children !” 

Mr. W. knows, that from the hour of the crucifixion to 
the present, all true reformers have been regarded, by courtly 
conservatists, as perverters of the people; pestilent fellows ; 
the turners of the world upside down; ultraists and radi- 
cals. And all, for the same reasons. ‘They have all been 
engaged with warm hearts and strong hands in drawing 
forth from the dust, where they had long been concealed, 
each in his time and place, some elementary truth—some 
fundamental principle in ethics and religion, which they 
have made it their business to explain and propagate. For 
this, the “ general voice” has for a time been “given against 
them” in reproaches and execrations, but ultimately—on to 
the present generation—for them, as the benefactors of man- 
kind. We must here be permitted to repeat a paragraph 
from Coleridge; ‘Still, however, there are truths so self- 
evident, or so immediately and palpably deduced from those 
that are, or are acknowledged for such, that they are at once 
intelligible to all men who possess the common advantages 
of the social state; although by sophistry, by evil habit, by 
the neglect, false persuasions and impostures of an Anti- 
Christian priesthood joined in one CONSPIRACY with the 
violence of tyrannical governors, the understanding of men 
may have become so darkened and their consciences so le- 
thargic, that there may arise a necessity for the re-publica- 
tion of these truths, and this too with a voice of loud alarm, 
and impassioned warning. Such were the doctrines pro- 
claimed by the first christians to the pagan world ; such 
were the lightnings flashed by Wickliff, Huss,’ Luther, Cal- 
vin, Zuinglius, Latimer, ‘&c. across the papal darkness, and 
such in our own times the truths with which Thomas 
Clarkson, and his excellent confederates, the Quakers, 
fought and conquered the LEGALIZED BANDITTI of 

| 22 
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men-stealers, the numerous and powerful perpetrators and 
advocates of rapine and murder, and (of BLACKER 
GUILT than either) suavery. ‘Truths of this kind being 
indispensable to man, considered as a moral being, are abeve 
all EXPEDIENCY, all accidental consequences ; for as 
sure as God is holy, and man immortal, there can be no 
evil so great as the ignorance or disregard of them. J¢ is 
the very madness of mock prudence to oppose the removal 
of a poisonous dish on account of the pleasant sauces or 
nutritious viands which would be lost with it! ‘The dish 
contains destruction to that, for which alone we wish the 
palate to be gratified or the body to be nourished.” The 
Friend, pp. 49, 50. 

We could easily prove even by the testimony of our ad- 
versaries, that the Anti-Slavery societies in this country are 
engaged in the same war, on the same principles, with the 
same weapons, against the same sort of enemies, as ‘Thomas 
Clarkson, William Wilberforce, George Stephen, and the 
Quakers in England, carried on with so much ardor, and 
with such glorious success. The same reproach and oppo- 
sition befel them, as assails us. ‘Trusting in the same Sa- 
vior, we dare hope for the same glorious consummation of 
our labors and sufferings as crowned theirs. 

We shall venture, in conclusion, to commend to Mr. W. — 
a task, which well performed, would do more towards put- 
ting down the radicals, whose movements so “heave his 
placid nature into tumult,” than a thousand volumes of 
such dark and misty matter, as in his article on Radicalism, 
he has thrown before the eyes of his readers. Let him 
mend his pen, and clearly and certainly ‘demonstrate for 
the benefit of the ultra advocates of ‘Temperance : 

1. That well instructed and faithfully warned, we may 
gratify a factitious appetite with a substance, which is natu- 
rally and necessarily injurious to the constitution, God has 
given us, without sin. 

2. That to obtain such a substance, we may expend any 
part of that property which we had solemnly dedicated to 
God our Savior, without sin. 

3. That in so doing, we may tempt our weaker brethren 
to go beyond ourselves in such animal indulgences—to the 
manifest peril of their present virtue and future peace, 
without sin. 
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For the benefit of the ultra advocates of human freedom, 
let him prove with like certainty and clearness : 

1. That the negro is not a man. 

2. That we may hold him, innocent of crime, in subser- 
viency to our will, as a piece of property, without sin. 

3. That we may lend an influence to support an extend- 
ed and complicated system of theft, adultery, and murder, 
without sin. 

The performance of this task, and this alone, can shut 
the mouths of the so called radicals, whom he is so anxious 
to reduce to silence. The performance of this task, and 
this alone, can set him free from the charge, which we now 
solemnly bring against him—the charge of being a calum- 
niator of his brethren. 
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I. “ Lerrers agairtet. the immediate Abolition of Slavery, ag@ressed to the 
Free Blacks of the non St yoeholding States. By T.R. Suiiivan. 
alegal opinion on the powées ding States, to pre- 
vent measures tending to g Oiyer pation, in a Letter to 
the Author, from WitL1AM Sura yAN, L.L.D. Publis with his permission. 
[ The whole printed in the Boston ‘Qourier. ] Boston. Hilliard, Gray & Co. 1835.” 

If. “ Tue Pourrican Crass Bookyintended to 4 Struct the higher classes in 
schools, in the origin, nature and use @f politicalgower. By Wiut1aM SULuvan, 
Counsellor at Lat, gee. gc. Boston. TR cog cation. | Richardson, Lord, and 
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I. We shall begin with t foe mentioned, though 
its publication is last in Yd ‘order of titge.—'The author in- 
forms us in his prefaces that “the workawas suggested by 
the writer’s perceptig#i, of the want of soméimeans to coun- 
teract the impresgiéns which anti-slavery ot tors were at- 
tempting to mg among the general populdtion of the 
northern Stages.” —«'The opinions of citizens of Boston, at 
meetings gs ae in contravention of those increasing flu- 

observes, “did not necessarily represent those, t, 
the yilage and country inhabitants, were not distinctly Lh, 
ive of the feelings of the people at large,’ &c. * * “ 
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“ A check more effectual than public meetings is demanded 
by the crisis. 'The south claims ‘efficient measures’ for its 
security against ‘insurrectionary and aggressive’ acts, in 
the non slaveholding States, and points out; ‘legislative 
enactments,’ as the means, because it is perceived that such 
only will be efficient.” o 

The “general population of the northern States” will be 
instructed, we think, if not edified, with this explicit avowal! 
They are in danger, it seems, in the opinion of “ the south,” 
of being carried away with “the anti-slavery orators” if 
they are permitted.to hear them, and so there must be “le- 
gislative enactments” to prevent them from hearing! No 
other means “will be'efficient.” Mobs and meetings have 
been tried, and found inadequate. 'The “ anti-slavery ora- 
tors” are gaining ground, after all; and their “increasing 
influence” with the “ general population” is unchecked by 
the city meetings. The “village and country inhabitants” 
will still think for themselves, and therefore they must not 
be permitted to hear !—“ As long as the controversy,” says 
the author, “is confined to a struggle for the supremacy of 
public opinion, the Abolitionists gain as much as they 
lose !” | % 

Aye! and more too! There lies the difficulty—But what 
shall be done ?—'The author proceeds : 


* But as soon as the conflict is between anti-slavery societies and the law, 
there will be something more serious to contend with han public sentiment. It 
is not probable that their leaders themselves would long persist, nor obtain many 
to unite with them, or adhere to them, in advocating abstract principles in such a 


ke as to expose themselves to the cognizance and: penalties of the laws of 
the land.’ : 


In other words, “the general population,” the “ people at 
large,” “the village and country inhabitants,” will be over- 
awed when they find that the “laws of the land” forbid 
them. to listen’ to the “abstract principles” of inalienable hu- 
man rights! "The remedy, it must be confessed, would be a 
sovereign specific, if the patient could only be persuaded to 
swallow it-—People of the free States! What say you? Are 
you ready for the process ? 4 

With such a preface, our readers will have no occasion 
to be surprised at any thing which the body of the work 
may contain. As that “work was suggested by the wri- 
ter’s perception, of the want of some means” to crush the 
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